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Lonpon; 15th of Kislev, 5614.—DercemBer 16, 1853. 


THE EXCLUSION OF THE FOUR MEMBERS FROM THE 
BOARD OF DEPUTIES JUSTIFIED. 
Letrer I. 


Tue Board of Deputies of the British Jews having decided, at the mecting _ 


held on the 7th inst., that the election of four gentlemen of the Margaret- 
street congregation as representatives of four provincial synagogues should 
be declared void, on the ground that they were ineligible for election, it may 


be permitted to one who has hitherto refrained from taking part in the con- | 


troversy to offer a few observations in vindication of the decision arrived at 
by the Board. | ox 
The right of the gentlemen elected by the synagogues of Portsmouth, 
Chatham, Norwich, and Sunderland, to be admitted members of this Board, 
has been claimed by their advocates for the following reasons:— 
Ist. That the Board of Deputies is not competent to inquire whether a 
person returned a member by a certified congregation be duly qualified to 


take his seat, and consequently that the Board does not possess the power | 


to declare any election void. | 

2nd. That the Board of Deputies is solely empowered to watch over the 
political and municipal rights and privileges of the Jews; thatitis illegal for 
the Board to interfere in religious matters, and therefore it has no right to 
inquire into the religious opinions professed by its members, | 


3rd. That although by thé constitution of the Board none but members of 


a certified synagogue are eligible for Deputies, and it is notorious that — 


Messrs. Elkin, Ellis, Davis, and Jonassohn are members of the Margaret- 


— 


No. 400. 


of the powers and duties of the Board, my. opponents may charge me with 
being guilty of a contradiction, as I have just admitted that the Deputies 
are interdicted from deciding upon religious questions: to which I reply, 
that although the Board has no power of discussing what constitutes the 
rites and ceremonies of Judaism, yet, being bound to protect such rites and 
ceremonies from legislative infringement, it is necessary that the Board should 


_ acknowledge the existence of some authority competent to decide upon such 


matters ; and this is provided for by the second article of the constitution, 
which recognises the ecclesiastical board as the competent authority. It 


therefore follows, that should any question arise at the Board, as to what 


constitutes an infringement on the religious privileges of our community, the 
Board must, by its constitution, refer such question to the Jewish ecclesi- 
astical court, by whose decision the Board is bound.to abide: and this law 
and mode of proceeding constitutes the religious character of the Board—it 
being bound to act in accordance with the decisions of such authority. 

Such being the powers of the Board, it follows that it has the right to 
inquire into the religious opinions of its members ; for, being established for 


_ the protection of the Jewish religion, it would be an absurdity to admit non- 


_ Jews into its councils; and being also bound by its constitution to obey the 


such to be the case, yet these gentlemen being also Yehidim, or free mem- | 


bers, of four certified synagogues, are thereby qualified to sit as Deputies. 
to the principles of civil and religious liberty, for the recognition of which 


Jews would thereby be retarded. © 

And, lastly, an attempt has been made to 
claims of Baron Rothschild and Mr. Alderman Salomons to be admitted 
members of the House of Commons, and the claims of the four before-men- 
tioned gentlemen to take their seats at the Board of Deputies. _ | 


to refute them. 


returned a member by a certified congregation be duly qualified to take his seat, 


and consequently that the 
election void. a 


them by the President of the Board of Deputies, I think it would be pre- 


fallacy. I presume the power of the Board to examine into the validity of 

the election of its members will now be admitted by the most strenuous sup- 

a porters of the four gentlemen, and consequently the argument contained in 
the first proposition is entirely demolished. 


It being, therefore, admitted that the Board of Deputies has the power to 


examine whether a person returned by a certified synagogue be qualified to 
_ take his seat, the main question to be determined is the nature of the quali- 
fication which must be possessed. But before taking this question into con- 
sideration, we must define the nature of the powers possessed by the Board, 
which brings us to the consideration of the second proposition laid down by 
2nd. That the Board of Deputies is solely empowered to watch over the 


_ inquire into the religious opinions professed by its members. — | 
I will admit that the constitution of the Board does not confer upon it the 
power of deciding points of theology, or discussing the meaning, nature, and 
modes of observance of the rites and ceremonies of the Jewish religion. To 
have granted such powers toa Board constituted solely of laymen would 
have been the height of absurdity ; and therefore it is provided, by the second 


the Board possesses the power of deciding religious questions, it is equally 
untrue to maintain that its only duties are to watch over the civil and _poli- 


the Board is expressly empowered to use such means as it may deem neces- 
sary, in order that no infraction be made upon the religious rites, customs, 
and privileges of the Jewish community; that is to say, not to decide what 
are the rites and customs of the Jewish religion, but to guard against esta- 
_blished rites and ceremonies being interfered with by political or municipal 
enactments. With the exception of admission into Parliament, the Jews of 
this country enjoy all the rights and privileges of British citizens ; and 
therefore (the Board of Deputies never having been instituted for the express 
purpose of obtaining the admission of the Jews into the legislature) it cannot 
be maintained that the Jewish community in Britain, any more than the 
Roman Catholics or Presbyterians, require an organised body to watch over 
their civil rights ; unless, indeed, it were asserted, that the Jews are desirous 
of obtaining rights incompatible with, or different from, those enjoyed by 
every other British citizen. It must, therefore, be admitted, that the Board 
is appointed for the purpose of guarding against any political or municipal 
interference with the due observance of the rites and ceremonies of Judaism, 
and that, in this sense, it is a religious body, it being expressly instituted for 
the purpose of adopting measures to prevent the passing of any laws which 


_ with measures which may affect us as Englishmen. Such being my definition 


draw an analogy between the 


I shall proceed to consider these propositions seriatim, and shall endeavour _ 
Ist. That the Board of Deputies is soi competent to inquire whether a person 
Board does not possess the power to declare any 
After the opinions of the two eminent coanell on the case submitted to 


sumptuous on my part, not being a member of the legal profession, to offer — 
any observations on this first proposition, for the purpose of exposing its 


- : political and municipal rights and privileges of the Jews ; that it is illegal for — 


- the Board to interfere in religious matters ; and, therefore, it has no right to | 


law of its coustitution, that religious matters shall be under the guidance of | 
_ the ecclesiastical authority. But although it would be false to assert that | 


tical rights and privileges of the Jews ; for, in Law] of the constitution, | 


may affect our community as Jews, and not for the purpose of interfering 


_ admitted members of such synagogues ? 
the Jews are now striving, and that the political emancipation of the British 


decisions of the Jewish ecclesiastical tribunal in religious matters, it would 
_ be equally absurd, and a manifest contradiction, to receive as Deputies per- 


sons who refuse to be bound by the decrees, or even to acknowledge the 
authority, of such tribunal. ‘The constitution of the Deputies therefore 
enacts, that none but Jewish synagogues, certified as such by the recognised 


_ ecclesiastical authorities, can send representatives to the Board ; and more- 


street congregation (which is uncertified),and have themselves even admitted i over, that only persons who are members of a certified synagogue can be 


chosen for Deputies. The question, therefore, for determination is—Are 


2 - Messrs. Elkia, Ellis, Davis, and Jonassohn members of a certified synagogue ? 
- 4th. That the exclusion of these four gentlemen would be acting contrary | 


and it being granted that they be so de facto, were they qualified to be 
This brings us to the considera- _ 

3rd. That although, by the constitution of the Board, none but members of a 
certified synagogue are eligible for Deputies—and it ts notorious that Messrs. . 
Elkin, Ellis, Davis, and Jonassohn are members of the. Margaret-street Syna- 
gogue (which is uncertified), and have themselves even admitted such to be the 
case—yet these gentlemen being also Yehidim, or free members, of four certi- 


_ fied synagogues, are thereby qualified to sit as Deputies. 


The right of the Board to inquire into the qualifications of its members _ 
being granted, and it being also admitted that the four above-named gentle- 


_ men are free members of the four certified synagogues which returned them 


as their representatives, the sole question for the Board to determine is, not. 


whether they be de facto members of certified congregations, but whether 


they were qualified to be admitted as members of such synagogues ; for the 
seventeenth law of the constitution, when enumerating the qualifications for 
a Deputy, does not say, “that he be a Vehid, or free member’’—but, “ that 
he be duly qualified to act as Yehid, or member.” 

It cannot for one moment be maintained, that the mere fact of a person 


| being admitted a member of a synagogue necessarily qualifies him for a fit 


and proper person for admission ; for if such were the case, and the authori- 


ties of a synagogue were to admit as members Christians, Mahomedans, or 
Hindoos, and return such persons as their representatives to the Board of 


Deputies, the Board would have no power to exclude them. _ It is therefore 
competent for the Board to enquire whether persons aimitted members of a _ 


synagogue were, in accordance with the 17th law of the constitution duly 


qualified for such privilege. A congregation is duly considered a synagogue 
by the Board of Deputies, after it has been certified as such by the Chief. 
Rabbi, or other recognised ecclesiastical authority, which certification im-_ 
plies that the authority of the party granting it is acknowledged by the 
congregation applying for it; and the recognition of such authority implies 
obedience to any decrees issued by it. By a decree of the Jewish ecclesias- 
tical authorities in Britain, the Jewish commuity is forbidden to hold com- 
munion in religious matters with the members of the Margaret-street 
congregation, the members of such congregation refusing to acknowledge 
Rabbinical authority, or the jurisdiction in religious matters of the recog- 
nised Jewish ecclesiastical tribunal in Britain; consequently such persons 
are disqualified from being admitted members of certified synagogues (for a 
certified synagogue, as shewn above, implies a synagogue recognising eccle-— 
siastical authority), and therefore any such synagogues admitting such persons 
as members have acted in defiance of such authority. The Board of Deputies 
(as proved in discussing the 2nd proposition), is bound by its constitution 
to be guided in religious matters by the decrees of the ecclesiastical authori- 
ties, and therefore it cannot admit to its Board members of the Margaret- 


| street congregation, without being guilty of violating its own constitution, 


and abetting certain synagogues in illegal acts, for such members are proven 
to be disqualified to be free members of certain congregations. The Board 
of Deputies therefore possess the right to enquire into the religious opinions 
of the four non-admitted members, as the only means of ascertaining whether 
they be duly qualified to act as Deputies, and upon finding that they disown 
obedience to the ecclesiastical authority recognised by the Board, whereby 
thev become disqualified to be admitted free members of certified syna- 
gogues, the Board had a perfect right, by its own constitution, to refuse 
receiving them as representatives. iat 

I mee in diecuetleg this question, avoided all personalities, and all 
ebullitions of feeling or temper. I have endeavoured to prove the exclusion 
of these gentlemen to be justified, as a logical deduction from the written 
constitution of the Board, by advocating their non-admission, not simply as 
dissenting Jews, but because. by their own voluntary acts, they have rendered 
themselves ineligible under its existing laws. Should you deem this letter 
worthy of insertion in your journal, I shall, in another letter, consider the 


fourth and fifth propositions of my opponents. 
Draxectices. 
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REVIEW. 


Tue Turk AND THE Heprew; oR, THE RULE.oF THE CRESCENT. 
A Story of Real Events and Living Persons, Wondon, Hope and Co., 
Great Marlborough-street. 

Tuirp Notice. 


-Farehii has been condemned to death—tortures having compelled 
what is termed a confession. The innocence of our brethren now dawns 
on the friends of humanity, and we now find Catholic and Protestant 
united to save the benevolent Farchii. All honour to the representa- 
tives of Catholic Austria and Protestant England for the assistance here 
rendered to the cause of helpless and persecuted innocence! Truly 
do we agree with Colonel Hutchins in the noble sentiment, ‘“ What- 
ever are our different creeds, we may both labour together for the 
common cause of humanity.” Let us hope that the time may soon 
arrive when Jew, Catholic, and Protestant may be united in one holy 
bond of brotherhood. 

« The sun was rising in full glory over the town. Francisco turned 


into one of the porches that open out of the street, that he might be 
able, unperceived, to recover the mastery over his feelings. While he 


stood there he heard the roar and rush, as of an approaching mob, and 


at the some moment the carved door, which led through the porch into 
the interior of the house, was softly opened. 


«Come in here,’ said a voice in the Italian tongue, but with no | 
Italian accent. And a hand came forth and laid hold of Francisco, and: | 
drew him within. 


‘ Come in here, young man.’ 

“Francisco found himself in a large handsome paved court, face to 
face with an elderly benevolent-looking gentleman; but with something 
of stiffness in his appearance, and a little bald. Wearing a black 


_ European suit, truly English in its cleanliness and trimness, and with a 


partially grey inoustache. “In my house, young man, you will be safe,’ 


continued his captor. 


You mistake me, Signor,’ said Francisco, slightly drawing back, 
‘Tam not a Jew. 


‘Tam engaged 1 in their cause.’ 


«Then, young man, you have my warmest * replied 
‘IT love the Jews. My 


new acquaintance, shaking him by the hand. 
‘name, Signor,’ he continued, ‘is Colonel Hutchins. I have been consul 
at Alexandria till within the last year; and in that capacity I have been 
able, more than once, to extend my protection to distressed members of 
the house of Israel, which I look on as a privilege and a high honour,’ 
«© «Tam not prepared to say quite so much, Signor. 
upon it as a privilege to act in the cause of the oppressed. I am 
charged with letters from Isidor Farchii to the Pacha of Egypt... 


_ *©© Signor, I esteem it a most fortunate circumstance that we have | 


met,’ returned the English officer, ‘I have myself taken in charge an 
address from the Jews to the Egyptian Pacha. I am prepared this very 
day to leave Damascus for Alexandria on their behalf. 


consultation. 


spiritual religion. 
the effects of Popish intolerance and bigotry.’ 
Signor, | am myself a Catholic,’ said Francisco (Colonel Hatchios 
looked at him with a countenance of horror-struck compassion), ‘ but I 
do not desire to defend the conduct of the monks in this, especially of 


the Capuchin superior, whom I know to be not an ignorant or unlearned 
--. man, and yet who was the first to bring this charge against defenceless 


people, and without any shadow of evidence to justify his doing so, 
without even any sort of proof that the monk has been murdered at all. 


_ Padre Tomaso may be alive at this moment, for anything that appears 
the contrary.’ 


« « Signor, your opinions coincide exactly with my own,’ said Colonel 


Hutchins, gravely; ‘though they are not, I confess, such as 1 should 
have expected from a member of the church of Rome.’ 


«© Signor,’ said Francisco, ‘ 1 have no desire to enter into a slidiens 
‘controversy at this moment. The church to which I belong has ever 
persisted in drawing a marked line of separation against the Jew. In 
every country where her influence and authority prevail, she casts him 
out. The very dust of his feet she holds a pollution to her sanctuaries. 
She bids her faithful children pass by on the other side. 
prayers, treasures, are poured at her feet in vain. Stern, unrelenting, 
unyielding, she stands above him, and holds the cross before his eyes— 
Look on this, or perish! These are her only words. Life she per- 
mitted him. ‘To live as a fearful warning, an example; a burning brand 
unquenched. It was life within the narrowest limits in which human 
existence can be endured. She pointed it. out to all men as a present 


image of the eternal dying. She suffered no answer from her children 


to the prayers of the tormented but this—‘‘ Between thee and me there 
18 a great guif fixed.” Such ever was her awful policy—such ever sve 
be, for she is herself unchangeable as the heavens. I will not 
sentence upon her according to my own feelings, for human: feelings 
may prove delusive and false lights. 

* * Not those feelings of mercy aud tenderness which we derive from 
the Father of mercy,’ interposed his new friend, with a mixture of 
earnestness and solemnity that made Francisco regard him with affec- 
tion and veneration from that moment. 


“*] hope not,’ he answered, with emotion. ‘ And I trust, whatever 


But lam a friend of the Jews,’ he added, for some- | 
thing told him he had met with an ally whom it would be well to trust. 


Yet I do look 


I am well | 
_ known there, and am not without some influence. The Signor Merlato, | 
the Austrian consul, is in my house at this moment, and we have been | 
He i is, you know, a distinguished friend to the Hebrew — 
cause; and he is, besides, a man not without some strong impressions | 
Ah, young man, we see here another instance of | 


Blood, tears, 


- 


) are our different creeds, we may both labour together for the common 


cause of humanity.’ 

“ ¢ My dear young friend, we both may and will.” 

“And again shaking Francisco by the hand, the good colonel led 
him into an inner court, and introduced him to Signor Merlato, who 
seemed a gentleman-like and intelligent European, and also to two 
missionaries from England, one of whom was evidently a converted 
Israelite, and who entered on the subject in question with so much 
excitement and indignant warmth, that he left the rest of the company 
very little to say for themselves. The good colonel looked on and 
listened in evident admiration ; and when a pause was permitted them 
from the convert’s eloquence, the petition of the Jews to the Pacha of 
Egypt was shown to Francisco, who, in his turn, committed the letter 
and money entrusted him by Farchii into the hands of his 1 new ally.” 

ss (To be continued.) 


THE JEWISH MARTYR. 


A BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH OF RABBI AKIBA, | 
BY MICHAELIS SILBERSTEIN. 


In Nine Chapters. 


V.—THE TRIUMPH OF VIRTUE. 


We must now return to the worthy wife of the illustrious Rabbi. It 
is, indeed, a matter of great difficulty to trace out her steps since the 


destruction of Jerusalem. But this much is almost certain, that she 
was not with her husband for twelve years or more; yet it is hardl 


possible to think that she should have remained in the unfortunate 

_ city (where we find her again after the expiration of that period) during | 
| all the tumults of war and persecution. 
_ was: however remote from Jerusalem or Jamnia, she must have heard 
of the fame of her husband; and what woman would not have fled to 
_ her husband for protection : > But she had said (and her word seems to 
have been a sacred vow), that she would not mind her husband’s 

| returning to college for twelve years more, in order to perfect himself 
| in the law of God. Yes, she must have heard of his fame, but she 


But no matter where she 


was satisfied to know that he was alive, and rather preferred living in 
poverty and distress, to troubling him with her wants. 


The house of God had been reduced to a heap of stones, Jerusalem 


was desolate, but it was never entirely forsaken by the faithful children 


of God. From far and near they visited the ruins of the once glorious 


city, there to supplicate the favour of God with fasting and weeping. 


About this time there was again a rumour abroad, that a great Rabbi 
was coming to Jerusalem, with no less than 24,000 disciples ; and — 
' when he made his glorious entry into the town, when all gazed on him 


his feet. 


with ‘admiration, a fen: ale, badly attired, forced her way “through the 
crowd. She threw herself down before him, and was willing 6 kiss - 
Here she was stopped by one of the nearest. attendants of the 
| Rabbi; but Akiba (for it was he) could not fail to recognise his wife 
in the poor but noble woman, and he said to ‘his officious attendant, 
« Harm not this woman; for it is to her alone that we are indebted for © 


everything that you and Iknow.” He raised her from the ground— 


raised her high, yes, very high. She had stood her trials firmly ; ; her 
tears were dried, her sufferings forgotten, all bitter feelings were wiped — 
Twenty- four thousand voices rose at once to © 


away in one moment, — 
thank her for the knowledge they had acquired, twenty-four thousand 


hearts were filled with gratitude for the happiness she had procured 
them; and her virtues were crowned with a crown that does not fear — 


a tyrant’s power, a crown which no fire can melt, and which bids 
defiance to the gnawing worm of time. 


and boded more joy. 
to receive his forgiveness, and bear no longer the stain of an outcast. 


For about thirty years Kolba Jobua was deprived of a parent’s ; 
delight, and his grief was the greater because it was caused by him- | 


self. He had made’a rash and bitter vow, and he suffered deeply for 


it, for he-was rich; but of what use was all his wealth to him? He 


stood alone in this wide world, had no one to share his fortunes with 
him, no one to cheer his lonely hearth. At last he began to think in 


~what manner to ease his troubled mind. He, too, had heard of the 


arrival of the great Rabbi, and to him he went for advice, to him he 


related all his troubles, but not without inward emotion. He wished — 
_ to solve his vow, and recall his child. The Rabbi listened attentively 


to the wretched old father, and said, after some reflection, ‘“‘ Would 


you also have made such a vow; would you have disowned your _ 
child, even if you had known that your son-in-law would some _ 


day distinguish himself as a scholar ?”!1—‘‘ By no means,” replied 


the afflicted father; ‘‘ 1 would rather have encouraged the wishes of 7 


my child, had my son-in-law only known one Talmudic section, or at 


least one Halachah.” This confession filled the Rabbi with admi- 
_ ration, and he exclaimed joyfully, “ I am the poor shepherd whom you 


neglected for his ignorance; I am thy noble daughter’s husband !” 
These words fell like a thunderbolt upon the ears of Kolba Jobua, 
and he prostrated himself before his son-in-law, and kissed his 
feet. There was no longer any ill-feeling. between them; the past was 
thrown into oblivion, the vow was solved, and the old father once more 
felt the warm embrace of an affectionate child. He was now the hap- 


piest of fathers ; the father of one of the noblest of her sex, and father — 


of the most illustrious Rabbi of the age, He had now some one to 
share his fortunes, and he shared them willingly and freely ; for the first 
thing he did after this happy event was to bestow half of his wealth 
ne his children. 


Ketubot. 


This was already joy enough | 
for her; but the sun of her fate shone now unclouded over her head; | 


She was once more to be a father’s joy, she was — 
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VI.—akIBA’s SCHOOL—HIS PIOUS DISPOSITION. | 
3846—3853 (86—93). 


This. part of our narrative begins about sixteen years after the | 


destruction of Jerusalem. Vespasian and Titus, the principal actors in 


this tragic affair, had both disappeared from the stage of life, and the | 


more cruel Domitian had now the sway of the Roman sceptre. He 
had, indeed, from time to time followed the barbarous persecutions of 
his predecessors ; but he was now far away, engaged in new conquests, 


which in some degree afforded the scattered people of Palestine an op- — 
portunity to rally round the banner of religion which the Rabbies held 


out to them. 
the one 
Joshua, 
Eliezer, 


Several schools of learning had arisen, independent of 
at Jamnia. There was one at Pekun, under the direction of 


piety, were a sufficient safeguard to attract any number of pupils. 
promoted knowledge at home and abroad, to the rich and the poor ; 
and the latter in particular he aided, not only by his instructions, but 
with means to enable them to pursue their studies, of which we have 
some stmking incidents.? 
tain sum of money, in order to buy some landed property, which was 
to procure them both such an income, as that they might together pursue 


meritorious to support poor ‘scholars, took the money and divided it 
amongst the most deserving of that class. One day Rabbi Triphon 
came to ask him whether he had executed his order. © of 
“ Certainly,’ was the reply. 
‘« Well, then, show me the land you 
Thou shalt sce it immediately.” 
Akiba took his culleague to those poor scholars: amongst whom he 
had distributed the money, and pointing at them, he said— 
‘* This is the land I have bought.” | | 
Triphon thought that these words intimated that Akiba had again 
sold the land to these people, and consequently asked for the profit he 


have bought.” 


had by it. And R. Akiba answered, “‘ The profit you will receive from | 


Him who said, ‘ His virtue will 
the needy’ ” (Psalms). 
_ Nor was this all. He often undertook journeys with some of his 
_ colleagues, in order to make collections for poor scholars ;° and it was, 
perhaps, in one of these journeys that he visited Jerusalem, in company 


endure for ever who is generous towards 


mount, they perceived a fox creeping out of the place where formerly 
the holy of holies was situated. This sight moved the last-named three 
-Rabbies to tears, and. Akiba alone seemed joyful. ‘‘ Why do you 
weep?’ asked he. | | 
_“ How can we help weeping,” they answered, “on beholding the 
spot of which it is said, ‘ And the stranger that cometh nigh shall be 
put to death’ (Numb.i. 50), and perceiving at the same time the fulfil- 


ment of the mournful words of the prophet, ‘ The mountain of Zion is . 


desolate, and the foxes walk upon it’? (Lament. v. i) eee 
Even this, replied Akiba, causes me to rejoice ; and I will give 
you my reasons. ‘I take unto me faithful witnesses,’ says Isaiah, ‘ to 


record ; Uriah the priest, and Zechariah the son of Berechiah’ (Isaiah — 


_ vil. 2). Now this mode of placing two men together, one of whom 
lived during the time of the first, and the other during the time of the 
second temple, is a certain proof that the fulfilment of the prophecies 
_ of both depend upon each other. But now it is said of Uriah (in refer- 
ence to Jerem: xxvi.20, where it says, that Uriah prophecies against 
_ this city and against this land, according to all the words of Jeremiah), 
‘ Therefore shall Zion for your sake be ploughed as a field, and Jeru- 
salem shall become heaps, and the mountain of the house as the high 


places of the forest’ (Mic. iii.12); but of Zechariah it says, ‘There 


shall yet old men and old women dwell in the streets of Jerusalem’ 
(Zech. viii. 4). 
would not come to pass so long as I saw that of Uriah unfulfilled ; but 
now, seeing the first verified, there is no longer any doubt that the 
latter also will be fulfilled 
for me to rejoice.?" 
© Thy words are true, Akiba,” said the Rabbies, ‘“‘ and thou hast 
indeed given us perfect consolation.’’5 


THE LATE DECISION. 


WeE have been requested to give insertion to the following letter to Sir 


Moses Montefiore:— | 
Chatham, 12th December, 1853. 
To Sir Moses Montefiore, Bart., F.R.S., President of the Board of 
Deputies, etc., ete. 

Honorable Sir,—I have the honour to be in receipt of your communication 
of the 8th instant, informing me, in common with my colleagues, the reasons 


which actuate you to give the casting vote in favour of the amendment to | 


Mr. 8. 8. Phillips’ motion the previous evening ; and I can assure you, sir, 
that it afforded me great satisfaction to be possessed of this information, 
because I am thus provided with an unlooked-for means of ascertaining, how 
far I was justified in voting against the amendment, and how far I should 
have been justified in voting for the original proposition had you allowed that 
to have been submitted tothe voice meeting. Mingled with this satisfaction, 
allow me to observe, I feel deep regret now that your reasons are sta‘ed, that 
you did give that vote, because, as I shall presently shew, those reasons 
would not have been such as would have induced the majority of the mem- 
bers to have voted for that amendment. And this, coupled with the fact of 
one gentleman, whose opinions are known to be favorable to the original pro- 


2 Mid. Rab. Ley. 34. > Mid. Rab. Lev. 5. 
* Maccot. 24. Firstenthal. 


son of Hananiah; another at Lydda, under the guidance of | 
son of Hyrcan ; but the largest, as we have reason to suppose, | 
was that of Rabbi Akiba, at Bar-brak; for his learning, wisdom, and | 
He i on which you decided, they might have proved useful to many members, 
_whose reading has induced them to think, that their votes for the admission of 


Akiba had received from R. Triphon a cer- | 


For this reason I feared that the prophecy of Zechariah | 


in due time: and is this not sufficient cause 


| 
| 


their studies without care. But Akiba, who considered it. quite as | 
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position having been illegally prevented from attending the Board, and other 


circumstances of a like nature, render this vote such a decided act of parti- 
zanship, that it is nearly equivalent to a resignation of your chair as president. 
Hence the regret—because your many sacrifices for the cause of our holy 
religion had impressed me, I believe, in common with every member of the 
Board, with the conviction that your occupancy of that chair shed a lustre, 
alike on our proceedings, and on your honorable name. 

I will state the reasons why, with your letter before me, I came to a dif- 
ferent conclusion. You say that your vote was based on religious grounds ; 
but as you do not say what grounds, I will not make any remark on that, 
save that it isthe very same reason that is given by the most strenuous 
opponents to our admission into Parliament; and without the especial 
religious grounds are given, it cannot be consistently used by any one who 
claims for us the completion of our civil rights. But perhaps, sir, you do not 
wish that Israelites should enjoy those privileges ; in that case. I must admit 
your right to use that argument, granting it only the same weight that we 
should attach to a similar statement made by an Inglis, or a Newdegate, in 
the House of Commons. Had you favoured us with the religious grounds 


the excluded members were also based on religious grounds, You state 
that it was also based on the declaration of the ecclesiastical authorities. 
I was not aware that those authorities had made any declaration on the 
subject ; they have not declared that Mr. Ellis is not a member of the — 
Chatham congregation, and I very much doubt that they would have the 
Neither have they declared Mr. Jonassohn, who for 
very many years has been a member of the Sunderland congregation, no 
longer continues so; and were such a declaration made, I imagine that the 
Sunderland people are too far North not to believe the evidence of their 
own senses, in preference to the dictum of any authorities whatever. So, in 
the absence of any recent declaration on the subject, I am driven to suppose 


_ that you refer to the Cherem, which I heard on Wednesday last repudiated 
as such by Mr. L. Cohen, and every member on both sides whose opinion was 


worth considering on the subject. | However, as it is stated as a ground on 
which your vote was based, I feel bound to state the result of the informa- 


_ tion I have obtained on the subject: as feeling the responsibility of my 
- office, I did not give my vote without having previously studied the subject ; 


neither did I base it on a superficial view of the question. This declaration, © 
or. Cherem, was promulgated on the 9th of Chesvan, 5602, and is to the 


DECLARATION, | 
: | | 23, Bury-street, 24th Elul, 5601, a.m. 
Information having reached me, from which it appears that certain persons, 


_ calling themselves British Jews, publicly, and in their published Book of 


Prayer, reject the Oral Law, I deem it my duty to declare that, according to 


ese : _ the laws and statutes held sacred by the whole house of Israel, any person 
with Gamliel, Eleazer, and Joshua. When they approached the holy | or persons publicly declaring that he or they reject and do not believe in the — 
authority of the Oral Law, cannot be permitted to have any. communion 
_ with us Israelites in any religious rite or sacred act. 


I therefore earnestly | 
entreat and exhort all God-fearing Jews, especially parents, to caution and 


- instruct all persons belonging to our faith, that they be careful to attend to 
this declaration, and that they be not induced 


to depart from our holy laws. 
| Hirscatr, Chief Rabbi. 
We, the undersigned, fully concurring in the foregoing doctrines, as set 


forth by the Reverend Solomon Hirschel, certify such our concurrence under 


Davin A. Hantva, 
As Levy, A. L. Barnet. 


I will not enter into the question of its virtual abolition by the acts, not 


our hands this 24th of E 
coy J. LEvy, 


only of the Jewish laymen, but by the Rey. the Chief Rabbi himself, because 


It is well known to every Israelite, that there is no 


that question was fully discussed in your presence at the late meeting of the. 
Board, when it was asserted that you yourself, honorable sir, had set it at 
defiance, by being present at the marriage of (I believe) your own nephew ; | 
but, I will enter into the question of its validity at the very period of its 
promulgation, and enquire by what authority it was issued, and how far that 
and similar documents are binding on us as Israelites. | : 
| . » such individual among 
us as a pope, who may promulgate decisions ex cathedra, nor are we governed 


‘bya conclave, who alone are in the possession of the interpretation of the 


law ; but on the contrary, the powers of the Jewish ecclesiastics are entirely — 
the gift of the congregation—the congregation creates the Rabbi, installs — 


| him, follows his advice, or rejects it, as seems in accordance with the con- 
|| gregational interests; deposes the Rabbi, if such a course be deemed neces- 
| sary; so that he who was a Rabbi yesterday, may to day be a Rabbi no 


The decisions of the Rabbins must in all cases be based on the acknow- | 
ledged principles of right and law; and when they are found wanting in this 


- respect, they must be rejected. A proof of the want of this innate authority 
is forcibly shewn in the reply given by the late Rabbi, at Paris, who being 
- consulted on a question of intricacy and importance then at issue, between 
| the Jewish body and the municipal authorities, did not hesitate to reply: 
“Gentlemen, you are all Rabbins.”* | 


Now were we Roman Catholics, recognising the infallibility of the Rope, 


- when he declares his verdict ex cathedra, it would be useless for us to feel 
| how untrue are the premises stated in the above Cherem, or declaration ; 
| but as we are (thank God) Jews, we have the right to discuss its merits, and 


the grounds given for its conclusions, and if the premises be untrue, or the 
decision unjust, we have the most perfect right to reject it. 
- Will this declaration stand the test? Is the history of the prayer-book as 


therein set-forth—true ? Is it a fact that they have been upheld by the whole 


house of Israel, generation after generation, for more than 2000 years ? 
When it is notorious that many of the prayers were written after the 

‘destruction of the second temple, and ne at a still more recent 

then we may ask which ers are those that have been upheld by the 


whole house of Israel? Are they those published from the yin the 
library of Sol. Hirschel, and forming the daily prayers as now in syna- 


in families according to the custom of the German and 
if that be the case, gan “ The 
forms of prayers according to the custom of the Spani ortugeuse 
Jews,” ot olished by the A. de Sola (5596), will by the law promulgated in 
the declaration, be subject to ald the penalties attaching to the book of the 
West London Synagogue, and vice versa. If the Portuguese be correct, 
then the German book must be hefetical, because the two rituals contain 


gogues, and used 
Polish Jews? because, 


A Archices des Israelites for August, 1841. 
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additions to, and diminutions from, whichever be taken to be the standard, 
and they are equally amenable to the charge of having “ otherwise arranged 
the prayers public and private.” — | 

aving, I thmk, fully shown that the first portion of the declaration was 
based on false premises, and arrived at an unjust conclusion, I now come to 
the second and most important part, where it attempts to establish the doc- 
trine—“ that whoever denies the oral law, denies the holy law given to us at 


Sinai by the hands of Moses our teacher.” This is contradicted by the well- 
- known fact, that millions of people, not even the seed of Abraham, who do 


not consider themselves bound to observe the Mosaic laws, still less the 


Rabbinical doctrines, do nevertheless fully and conscientiously believe in the 
divinity ef the divine law. cg 


As to the fact of the oral law being necessary for the correct understand- | 


ing of the written, if granted, it would not necessitate a belief in its divinity; 
indeed, we find that, so far from having arrived thereby at a definitive notion 
of the duty required of the Israelites, the Portuguese consider it lawful to 
use certain kinds of food on the Passover, which the Germans, though 
equally guided by Rabbinical authority, declare to be y2n—thus sentencing 
their brothers who do not agree with them on this point, to the most awful 
punishment denounced by the divine law m2. — 

How can we look for satisfactory information in a work like the Talmud, 
of which there does not exist any standard text, the style of which belongs 
to the least intelligible of all the books that were ever published—the major 


teries, and tales, the understanding of which has hitherto in vain exercised 
the ingenuity of the most subtle minds? Maimonides, when speaking of the 
most sublime religious truths, is compelled to say— | 


“ The majority of those whom I have seen, or whose writings I have read, 


part of which, in fine, of which expressions, hyperboles, 
I 


take the sense of the sayings of our sages according to the letter, without 


‘any criticism ; so that they find in them things which are altogether irra- 
‘tional. This is because these men have little knowledge ; they cannot learn 


of themselves, and will not learn of others. Thus they think that the sages — 


wished to be understood according to the verbal import of their expressions ; 
but if such were the case, no rational man could take their sayings for truth; 
much less find anything praiseworthy in them. Surely this rabble robs. reli- 
gion of its honour, eclipses its splendour, and prevents the law of God from 
its legitimate purpose. ‘The Lord says in His law, ‘ When the nations shall 


hear all these commandments, they shall surely say, This is a great people, 


wise and full of understanding.’ But this class of men, on the contrary, 
utter such absurdities, in consequence of taking the sayings of the ancients 
literally for truth, that the nations hearing thereof shall surely say, ‘ This 
little people is a silly and irrational people.’” | 


To close this portion of my argument, and to show that the latter as well. 


as the former part of the declaration is based in error, I will add the opinions 
of Rabbies of the present century. 


~“Qne of the principal errors.” says S.J. Rappaport, now High Rabbi of 


Prague, in a letter written to the Galician authorities, in 1826, official 


inquiry respecting the impugned validity of the oath More Judiaco—* One 


. of the same errors under which almost all Christians, and likewise many — 


of our learned Israelites, have to this day laboured, lies in their considering 
that work a finished code, composed by one or several individuals at a 
certain time, and at a certain place. Both Jews as well as Christians only 
remained on the surface, as far as the tendency is concerned, and but rarely 
penetrated into its essence ; the former (Christians) from ignorance and con- 
tempt, the latter from an exaggerated punctilious respect for the work. 
The initiated and truth-seeking inquirer will readily perceive that this colos- 
sal work (the Talmud) is merely an index of ancient sayings, proverbs, ques- 
tions, answers, and objections of many doctors, of many different countries 
and cities, living under very unequal circumstances, and at different times, 
during a range of several hundred years. Hence the apparent contradictions, 
which would disappear if attention were had to the time of one speaker and 
that of the other—to the character of one man and that of the other. Suffice 
it to say, that a vast field remains yet to be cultivated by the Rabbins, ere 
they can really find in the Talmud that which is desired to be found therein. 
The Rabbins need but collect from it all those maxims and sayings which 


were expressed in countries and in times similar to ours, on the treatment of | 


the Jews, and much will be gained even for the bigoted Jew. M any import- 


ant passages are still buried therein, by cause of the melancholy temper of | 


the later compilers, groaning under the misrule of dark times and of inhuman 
treatment.” | 


Dr. J. Fiirst, Professor of Rabbinical Literature at the University of Leip- 
sic, says, in an article on the persecution of the Jews in Damascus, *‘ Neither 
Rashi nor Maimonides is an undoubted authority on the meaning of the 
Talmud, unless supported by the simple wording of the text. Nay, more, 
the whole Talmud is far from being that which our enemies (the enemies of 


the Jews) pretend ; for it is not a sanctioned book, it is not a supplement to | 


the law—but a commentary on the law, furnishing explanations which must 


vary according ta the state of the generations. Tur PENTATEUCH ALONE Is | 


THE FIXED LAW OF THE JEws.” a | 
Having thus reviewed the question of the Cherem, and consulted the best 


- authorities thereon, I have come to the conclusion, that it is illegal and 


utterly futile ; therefore I cannot see how that can be adduced as a ground 
for your vote, more especially as it may be resolved into this question—ArE. 
‘THEY JEWS, OR ARE THEY NOT? If they be Jews, they were and are eligible 
to be elected members of any congregation 5 if not, why do not the eccle- 
siastical authorities declare it for our guidance? = 
I now come to the consideration of the legal part of the question, and on 
the case stated, I entirely agree with the decision of the learned counsel ; 
and even in their decision they state, that they have no means of determining 


~ whether the being members of the Margaret-street congregation prevents 


them from being duly qualified to act as Yehidim, or members, of the 


respective synagogues. Information on this point might easily h 
4 ’ P ethane nkaghiesge _ may assemble thereon to propitiate the favour of the Almighty, and to 
_ implore him to avert the calamity now impending over them. 


afforded the learned gentlemen; and had they been informed, that one of 
the four members has been for upwards of twenty years a member of the 
synagogue he represents, I am inclined to think all doubt on this score 
would have been removed from their minds as completely as it is from mine. 
_In conclusion, allow me to add, that it is to be regretted that Sir. F. 
Thesiger’s opinion was not read to the Board ; and to remark, that I do not 
believe that any of the proceedings were legal after Mr. J. Lazarus was 
refused admission to the meeting—it appearing that then you had in your 
possession an answer to the frivolous protest (if so it may be called), a 
document that would never have been admitted as sent by a majority who 


were actuated by a desire to benefit their co-religionists ; as 1 cannot believe 


_the king a good end, will ever justify 
paltry, and unjustifiable means as have been taken by the 


to attain the object they have 


that even the impression that they are see 
such shuffling, 


_ (so-called) majority of the Board of Deputies, 


in view. And let me assure you, Sir, that the vote of last Wednesday will 
by no means settle the question, as the representatives of more than three- 
fourths of the British Jews do not coincide in it; and that day has 
passed, when the few could triumph over the many in this enlightened 
country. | 
| With profound respect, I remain your obedient servant, — 

| Lazarus Simon 
Member of the Board of Deputies of British Jews. 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 

_Sir,—By the able report, in your last number, of the meeting of the 
Board of Deputies on the 7th instant, I learn that ultra-orthodoxy has 
gained the day. Let us reflect for a moment what this said orthodoxy 


_is, which for the nonce has gained a barren victory. 


‘‘ Orthodoxy!’ what magic is in the word! It is an idol before 
which millions of votaries bow down and worship. It is a Moloch on 
whose altars holocausts of victims have been offered as sacrifices. The 
very mention of its existence has ever set, and does set, man against 
man, parent against child, child against parent, brother against sister. 

“Orthodoxy !’’ it is the god of man’s ideas—worshipped, but mis- 
understood. We adore it; but what is it? Where is it? Who has 
seen it? Whocan define it? We all claim to possess the mighty 
talisman, by which we can claim to be more pure, more pious than our 
brother ; but, like the shadowy dagger of Macbeth, who can clutch it ? 
And, singularly, each contends he has it, but yet he has it not. Shall 


_we find it in Judaism? Shall we find it in’ Christianity? Shall we find 


it in Mahometanism? Jerusalem had it; it was fiercely fought for by 
contending zealots; hence the holy temple was lost to us. Spain said ~ 
she had it, hence the inquisition. Rome says she has it, hence her 


| prisons are full: Tuscany says the same, hence the imprisonment of _ 
heretics. 


-and in defence of the orthodoxy of his faith, the Sultan is defending his 


So does Nicholas of Russia, hence the war with Turkey ; 


soil from the despotic invader. What, then, is that mysterious ortho- — 
doxy which, if truly possessed, would cover the earth with joy and glad- 
ness, but in whose name cruel persecutions and desolating wars fill the 
earth with sorrow and sadness? ‘True orthodoxy can be possessed by 


| all, by each ; it is, to clothe the naked, to feed the hungry, to educate 


the poor, to protect and succour the widow and the orphan; and he, 
and he only, who carries out this divine command in its full integrity, 
can be said to be really an orthodox man. 
_ May we, in this inclement season of the year, witness myriads of | 
such followers of nature’s orthodoxy. 

| Tue Serrir oF OrTHODOXY.: 


the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. | 

Sir,—Will you please receive one pound eighteen shillings, and pay 
the same to any person or society accredited to receive it for the relief 
of our poor brethren in the Holy Land. It has been voluntarily col- 
lected by placing a box outside the synagogue door, at my suggestion, © 


about eighteen months since, on which is inscribed, “‘ Donations for the — 
_ relief of poor Israelites in the Holy Land.” 1 wish you to give publicity 
to this, that those who have given their pence may hear how the money 


has been disposed of, and as it may induce other congregations to do 
the same, whereby a sum of money would be collected, without in the 
least injuring the income of any synagogue. — re | 
| With esteem, I am, yours respectfully, 
Bristol, Dec. 7th, 1853. JOHN BRAHAM. 
12. 18s. has been received.—Enrror. ] 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—Allow me to correct you in a misrepresentation in your last 


_week’s paper, containing the debate of the Board of Deputies of British | 


Jews. Our representative, as you may have noticed at different times, 

is not a Mr. Ashenheim; he is known to us, and to the university of 

Edinburgh, as Dr. Ashenheim. 
| remain, Sir, yours respectfully, 

| Henry SAtomon, Treasurer. 

44, Princes-street, Edinburgh, 12th Dec., 1853. | | | 


= 


WeEsTMINSTER Jews’ Free Scuoot.—The kind liberality of Mr. 
Smith, the lessee of Drury-lane Theatre, enabled the girls belonging to 
the school to enjoy the admirable equestrian performances on Wednes- 
day last, the 7th inst. 
Tue Disease at VAN Diemen’s Lawnp.—In consequence of the 
great prevalence of the disease at present, occasioning so much affliction 


in the families of the inhabitants of this island, the Presiding Rabbi, the 
_ Rev. Herman Hilzel, has nominated Sunday next, the 28th instant, to 


be kept as a solemn fast and day of prayer, and that his co-religionists 


Public 
service will be held at the synagogue in Argyle-street, for the purpose, — 
at 4 o’clock in the afternoon.—Hobart Town Daily Courter, Aug. 26th. 


Lecture.—On Saturday morning last, the Rev. Dr. Hélzel, Pre- 


_ siding Rabbi of the Jews in the southern hemisphere, delivered a lecture 
at the synagogue, Argyle-street, to a large concourse of people, both 


Jews and Christians, which was listened to with reverential attention.— 
Hobart Town Guardian, Aug. 24th. — 


Founp Drap.—About 8 a.m. yesterday, Joseph Levy was found 
dead in a back yard at the rear of Mrs. Underwood's buildings, George- 


street North.—The Empire (Sydney journal), July 2nd. 
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